the publication. As the first trainee editor appointed to the British Journal of Psychiatry, I was asked to organise such a survey.
The study
The Bulletin is sent, with the British Journal of Psvchiatrv, to approximately 8,300 subscribers, the vast majority of whom are based in the British Isles. A random list of 900 fellows, members and inceptors of the Royal College of Psychiatrists, all of whom were in receipt of the Bulletin, was generated by the College Computer Department in November 1992. Each subscriber was sent a four page questionnaire, printed on official College stationery. The question naire included three pages of forced choice questions, and one page for free comments. A covering letter asked respondents to return the questionnaire to the College in an enclosed stamped addressed envelope. In an attempt to boost response rates, respondents were informed that their names would be entered ina draw for a Gaskell publication of their choice.
The questionnaires were sent out in mid January 1993. All responses received before the end of April 1993 were included in the study. (Table I) Four hundred and thirty-seven (48.6%) question naires were returned to the College within the appointed time. The majority of respondents (64.3%) were consultant grade. An additional 24.7% were senior registrar grade. Less than 4% were premembership trainees. The majority of the 7.3% who did not fall into the above categories were retired consultant psychiatrists. (Tables I & II) Of respondents, 94.7% read most or every issue of the Bulletin. Only two respondents never read the Bulletin. More than 97% of respondents read at least a few selected articles in every issue.
Findings

Number and type of respondents
How often did respondents read the Bulletin
Respondents were then asked how often they read the different main sections of the Bulletin. The sections which were most commonly read were those on innovations in treatment and service provision (sometimes, usually or always read by 95.6%), original papers and research reports (96.1%), cor respondence (93.4%), forthcoming events (91.3%), audit (88.8%), papers on training matters (88.6%). The least popular sections were computer articles (28.4% never read them), psychiatry and the arts (23.8%), interviews (20.8%), obituaries (17.6%), and conference reports ( 11%). (Table III) Respondents were also asked to give their reaction to a selection of 11statements about the Bulletin. These were an unscientifically selected series of positive and negative statements about the Bulletin which sought views about its future directions. Reactions were also 473 sought to critical and supportive comments which had been raised in editorial meetings, and which might reflect the different ways in which the Bulletin could develop.
Attitudes to the Bulletin
The great majority of respondents agreed with the statement that the Bulletin provides an interesting and varied selection of articles (82.8%), and that it is a useful forum for research of everyday use to clinical psychiatrists (60.6%). A majority (52.9%) disagreed with the statement that the quality of original articles is low, whereas only 12.6% of respondents agreed with this statement; 52.2% agreed that the Bulletin was not in need of substantial review of change, whereas 11% disagreed with this statement.
With regard to the future direction of the Bulletin, strong support was expressed for the statement that there should be more emphasis on clinical, service and training issues (62.5%), whereas only 8.7% disagreed with this statement. The majority of re spondents did not agree with the statement that the Bulletin should increasingly publish articles selected for scientific quality (48.5% disagreed, and 29.7% were uncertain), whereas only 20.8% agreed with this statement. Views were divided on the suggestion that there should be more emphasis on College busi ness and research by junior doctors. A majority agreed that regular readership surveys should be undertaken.
Views of consultants and junior staff
The responses of consultants and senior lecturers were compared with those of junior doctors. Con sultants were significantly more likely to read interviews, obituaries and reviews. Junior doctors were more likely to read articles on training and computers. Consultants were more likely to agree with the statements that the Bulletin provides an interesting and varied selection of articles, and that the quality was improving. Junior doctors were more likely to agree with statements that the quality of original papers and articles is generally low, and that more space should be devoted to research by junior doctors.
Comments and suggestions
One hundred and eighty-six (43%) respondents accepted the invitation to add their comments on the content, style and future direction of the Psychiatric Bulletin. 
Comment
The readership survey achieved a relatively good response rate of 48.6%. Consultants were overrepresented, possibly reflecting greater interest in the Bulletin and difficulty contacting more mobile junior staff. However, the 437 respondents constitute more than 5% of the entire readership of the Bulletin, and it is likely that the views expressed are a reasonable reflection of the readership at large. In general terms, the survey suggests that the great majority of readers have a favourable opinion of the Bulletin and maintain a high level of interest in the publication. At least 95% of respondents read most of every issue, and 97% read at least a few articles in each issue. The most popular sections are those dealing with practical service related issues, including innovations in treatment, service provision and audit. None of the sections of the Bulletin were very unpopular, but articles on the arts, interviews and obituaries had the smallest number of regular readers.
The general attitude of most respondents towards the Bulletin was quite complimentary, with 80% agreeing that it was doing a good job, and only 11% agreeing with the statement that it was in need of substantial review. However, a number of important concerns emerged from the survey results. Most readers see the Bulletin 's main role as the provision of information relevant to the day to day practice of psychiatry, and many suggested that there should be increasing emphasis on management issues and the NHS reforms. The Bulletin should continue to report on training matters and College affairs. There was a strong undercurrent of opinion that the British Journal of Psychiatry did not cater for the practical needs of psychiatrists. This could be explored further in a survey of Journal readers.
The survey also established that readers would like the British Journal of Psychiatry and the Psychiatric Bulletin to maintain separate and distinct roles. The Bulletin should not try to emulate the Journal by becoming too scientific. However, some scientific papers relating to service and clinical matters were desirable, and these should be reviewed with the same rigour as publications in the Journal.
Readers acknowledge that the Bulletin has improved in quality and has established an import ant role and clear identity in commenting on the day to day practical and clinical duties of psychiatrists. The Bulletin should continue to address these needs, and attempt to provide an up to date information source on clinical, management and political devel opments affecting psychiatry. There was no popular support for the Bulletin going beyond these objec tives and developing a role as a scientific journal. Many readers called for lively, up to date and occasionally humorous contributions and debates.
Fahy
The rather dull and old fashioned layout of the publication would need to be radically changed if these objectives are to be met. There would appear to be a strong demand for articles which give updates on clinically relevant topics from the current literature. 10. The subspecialities arc under-represented. 11. The style of the Psychiatric Bulletin is boring and in need of a major overhaul.
Conclusions
